vieufAtff  ^  [yy  5 


January  IS  -  SO 

Sovi«t  PrMsur* 

f  On  the  eve  of  the  Bag^hdad  Pact 
meeting,  the  Soviet  Union  chargred 
the  U.  S.  with  plans  to  set  op  missile 
bases  in  the  area  and  threatened  Near 
East  countries  with  retaliation  if  they 
agreed.  Moscow  proposed  that  the  area 
become  a  “zone  of  peace  free  of  nu¬ 
clear  and  rocket  weapons.”  The  State 
Department  called  the  statement  “to¬ 
tally  false”  and  “incredibly  arrogant.” 
f  At  Ankara,  the  U.  S.  pledged  full 
participation  but  not  membership  in  the 
pact,  promised  $10  million  in  aid  for 
communications,  offered  mobile  striking 
power  for  defense,  and  sought  to  win 
bade  a  faltering  Iraq, 
f  In  answer  to  Premier  Bulganin’s 
earlier  note  Israel  urged  the  Soviet 
Union  to  use  its  influence  with  the 
Arab  states  to  promote  peace  in  the 
Middle  Blast  and  maintain  “co-opera¬ 
tive  coexistence.” 

U.  S.  Foraign  Policy 
1  A  comprehensive  review  of  U.  S. 
foreign  policy  will  be  undertaken  by 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee. 

If  The  Administration  was  accused  by 
Sen.  J.  W.  Fulbright  (D)  Ark.,  of  hid¬ 
ing  policy  failures  under  half-truths. 
He  recalled  that  Secretary  Dulles  two 
years  ago  had  said  that  the  Soviet 
Union  was  making  no  progress  in  pen¬ 
etrating  the  Near  East. 

1  Moscow  reported  that  trade  between 
the  Soviet  Union  and  the  Arab  coiin- 
tries  in  the  last  six  years  has  increased 
4V4  times. 

UN  Agroomonta 

1  Three  weeks  of  negotiation  by  Fran¬ 
cisco  Urrutia,  representing  UN  Secre¬ 
tary  General  Dag  Hammarskjold,  re¬ 
sulted  in  an  Israel-Jordan  agreement 
which  strengthens  UN  authority  over 
Mt  Scopus.  The  UN  will  control  ac¬ 
cess  and  convoy  inspection.  The  agree¬ 
ment  permits  removal  of  600,000  manu¬ 
scripts  and  books  tnm  the  Hebrew 
University  Library. 

{Continued  on  page  68) 


Cairo  Replies  to  Bagdad 

The  Baghdad  Pact  is  often  blamed  for  Cairo’s  pro-Moscow  orienta¬ 
tion  and  the  Soviet  Union’s  lienetration  of  the  Near  East.  The  current 
effort  in  Ankara  to  buttress  this  defense  arrangement  has  given 
momentum  to  the  Egyptian-Syrian  merger  —  a  propaganda  coup  which 
will  spread  “positive  neutralism’’  and  undermine  American  prestige. 

Until  last  week,  few  observers  considered  that  such  a  union  was 
imminent.  Why  should  Syria,  with  four  million  prople  —  and  land  and 
water  —  unite  with  the  24  million  of  poverty-stricken  over-populated 
Egypt? 

It  was  said  that  the  Syrians  were  divided.  The  Communists  were 
giving  lip^rvice  to  federation  but  actually  were  reluctant  to  yield 
their  domination  of  the  army  and  government.  But  the  Socialist  Ba’ath 
party,  whose  watchword  is  the  resurrection  of  the  pan-Arab  state, 
favor^  total  union  with  Egypt  in  order  to  strengthen  resistance  to 
the  extreme  leftists.  Under  the  union  plan  all  political  parties  in 
Syria  must  disappear. 

Moreover,  the  Syrians  fear  isolation.  Eventually,  they  calculated, 
the  U.  S.  might  yield  to  the  entreaties  of  the  Baghdad  Pact  members 
and  agrree  to  full  membership.  That  would  strengthen  Iraq  and  bring 
in  Jo^an  and  Lebanon.  Conceivably,  it  might  promote  a  Jordan- 
Iraq  union. 

Nasser  was  said  to  be  indifferent.  In  recent  months,  he  has  been 
absorbed  in  his  drive  to  dominate  Africa.  Some  even  believed  that  he 
lost  interest  in  his  war  against  Israel  and  Jordan.  But  he  does  regard 
Iraq  as  a  major  rival.  He  saw  Iraq  nervously  hesitating  about  con¬ 
tinued  participation  in  the  pact.  Here  was  an  opportunity  to  put  Iraq 
in  its  place.  And  who  could  resist  the  glamorous  vision  of  a  new 
role  as  the  first  president  of  the  unified  Ajrab  state? 


The  result?  Iraq  —  not  Syria  —  is  isolated.  The  neighboring 
Arabs  all  applaud  the  new  Arab  union.  Neutralist  Saudi  Arabia, 
always  a  foe  of  the  Baghdad  Pact,  has  hailed  the  new  federation.  So 
has  the  Beirut  press.  Even  the  Aimnan  radio  gives  grudging  approval, 
although  it  doubts  the  sincerity  of  the  federationists.  Jordan  will  now 
be  under  pressure  from  both  Damascus  and  Cairo.  A  counterfederation 
with  Iraq  may  be  the  answer.  But  Iraq  is  not  anxious  to  absorb  a 
country  ^at  is  politically  so  explosive  and  economically  so  expensive. 
And  Iraq  is  at  Syria’s  mercy,  for  its  oil  flows  through  pipelines  across 
her  territory. 

Israel  is  in  greater  peril  than  before  —  situated  between  the  two 
wings  of  the  new  Arab  state,  with  a  turbulent  Jordan  on  its  flank, 
while  a  disgruntled  Iraq  and  a  discordant  Saudi  Arabia  keep  making 
impossible  demands  on  Washington  to  serve  them  large  slicefrof  Israel 
on  the  platter  of  appeasement. 

Has  the  West  gained  anything  at  Ankara?  Perhaps  military  men 
have  answers  not  obvious  to  civilians.  But  propaganda-wise,  the  West 
appei^  to  have  suffered  anotiier  reverse.  A  new  and  larger  Arab 
satellite  will  soon  be  spinning  in  Moscow’s  orbit. 


65 


1 


■ 


ANALYSIS: 

^mmrni 


The  Arab  campaign  to  preasure 
Washington  into  forcing  Israel  to  make 
concessions  as  the  price  for  Arab  loy¬ 
alty  to  the  West  came  into  public  view 
on  the  eve  of  the  NATO  conference, 
and  again  at  the  current  meeting  of  the 
Baghdad  Pact  countries  in  Ankara.  Our 
Department  of  State  rejected  these  de¬ 
mands  at  both  sessions. 

The  campaign  has  its  echoes  here 
in  the  U.  S.  where  there  has  been  an 
expansicm  of  anti-Israel  propaganda. 
Obviously,  the  purpose  is  to  condition 
American  public  opinion  for  anti-Israel 
measures. 

This  offensive  coincides  with — and 
may  be  designed  to  offset — ^festivities 
connected  with  the  celebration  of  Is¬ 
rael's  tenth  anniversary  this  spring. 

An  Old  Pro 

The  keynote  was  sounded  on  New 
Year’s  Day  by  a  notorious  enemy  of 
Israel,  Merwin  K.  Hart,  the  president 
of  the  National  Economic  Council,  Inc., 
whose  Letter  No.  422  arrived  on  gov¬ 
ernment  desks  on  Jan.  1.  Hart  accepts 
the  Arab  line  that  all  troubles  in  the 
Near  Blast  flow  from  the  creation  of 
Israel,  and  accordingly  he  wants  Con¬ 
gress  to  cut  off  all  aid,  both  govern¬ 
ment  and  private,  to  that  country.  He 
also  adopts  the  current  Arab  propa¬ 
ganda  tactic:  the  demand  that  Israel 
give  up  the  territory  it  won  outside  the 
1947  partition  lines  when  it  defeated 
the  invading  Arab  armies  and  when  it 
cut  through  the  Judean  hills  to  lift  the 
siege  of  Jerusalem. 

This  newsletter  is  relatively  temper¬ 
ate  for  Hart  although  he  cannot  resist 
the  flourish  of  a  final  extravagance. 
Thus,  he  is  convinced  that  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Administration  will  do  nothing 
because.  Hart  says,  “it  is  too  heavily 
infiltrated  with  Zionists  and  Commun¬ 
ists,  even  in  the  highest  echelons.” 

Arab  Protagonist 

In  our  last  letter,  we  took  issue  with 
a  speech  by  Harold  B.  Minor,  the  new 
chairman  of  the  board  of  the  American 
Friends  of  the  Middle  East.  In  that 
speech,  Mr.  Minor,  like  Mr.  Hart,  com¬ 
plained  about  aid  to  IsraeL  It  has 
been  claimed  that  Mr.  Minor  is  more 
objective  than  some  of  his  predecessors 
in  ana,  and  that  the  organisation 
under  his  leadership  may  perhaps  play 
a  more  constructive  role.  But  his 
name  now  appears  as  one  of  the  spon¬ 
sors  of  a  recent  declaration  by  Alfred 
M.  Lilienthal,  the  counsel  for  the  so- 
called  National  Committee  for  Security 
and  Justice. 

Rep.  Omar  Burleson  (D),  Texas,  who 
has  made  anti-Israel  and  anti-Zionist 
statements  in  the  past,  saw  fit  to  place 
Lilienthal’s  program  in  the  Congrm 
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sional  Record  on  Jan.  22.  Those  who 
have  read  Lilienthal’s  many  articles  or 
who  have  watched  him  at  the  political 
conventions  know  that  he  has  impugned 
the  patriotism  and  loyalty  of  all  Ameri¬ 
cans  who  have  helped  to  bring  Israel 
into  being.  He  has  often  been  rebuked 
for  his  wild  smears  against  the  integ¬ 
rity  of  American  political  leadership. 
Lilienthal  likes  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  rejects  Israel  although  he 
is  himself  a  Jew.  For  this  eccentricity, 
he  has  long  since  gone  to  his  proper 
reward,  for  he  is  probably  the  only 
Jew  who  has  ever  been  welcomed  at 
the  court  of  King  Baud. 

Long  ago,  Lilienthal  was  repudiated 
even  by  the  anti-Zimiist  organizations 
because  his  extremism  serves  no  cause 
other  than  intolerance  and  bigotry. 
That  is  why  it  is  so  disappointing  to 
see  Mr.  Minor  and  seven  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  National  Council  of  afms 
joining  in  sponsorship  of  his  statement. 

The  statement  itself  defies  reason. 
Lilienthal  wants  Israel  to  give  op  al¬ 
most  a  third  of  its  territory,  including 
western  Galilee,  the  vital  corridor  to 
Jerusalem  and  the  new  city  of  Jeru¬ 
salem,  built  by  Jews  in  the  last  cen¬ 
tury.  In  these  areas  and  what  would 
be  left  of  Israel,  he  would  settle  as 
many  as  400,000  Arabs.  In  addition, 
he  would  have  Israel  permit  an  over¬ 
land  corridor  across  the  southern  Negev 
to  link  the  Arabs  of  Egypt  and  the 
Arabs  of  western  Asia,  presumably  to 
permit  Communist  agents  now  in  Egypt 
to  travel  freely  into  western  Jordan. 

What  is  to  be  grained  by  Hie  circula¬ 
tion  of  these  extreme  programs  which 
contribute  nothing  at  all  to  peace? 
Israel  cannot  be  expected  to  commit 
suicide.  No  decent  government  could 
ask  her  to  do  so.  But  when  Congress¬ 
men  and  propagandists  spread  such 
views  across  the  Record,  they  raise 
false  hopes  in  Arab  minds  Hiat  the 
U.  S.  may  ultimately  collaborate  with 
them  in  Israel’s  destruction.  Is  it  in 
the  best  interests  of  the  Arabs  them¬ 
selves  for  their  friends  in  this  country 
to  encourage  Arab  irredentism  and  to 
incite  the  Arabs  into  making  more  in¬ 
tractable  demands  upon  Israel? 

How  seriously  can  the  American 
people  take  an  orgranization  like  afme 
when  its  leaders  team  up  with  Alfred 
Lilienthal?  Yet  if  its  budget  is  a  meas¬ 
ure,  AFMS  is  an  orgranixation  of  con¬ 
siderable  influence  and  affluence.  Its 
annual  report  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30  reveals  an  income  of  |668,- 
000  and  expenditures  of  $638,000. 

The  Arate  thmnaelves  plan  to  step 
up  their  propaganda  prog^ram  in  this 
country.  An  information  conference  in 
Cairo  last  fall  recommended  the  ex¬ 


penditure  of  $2,800,000  in  Arab  offices 
in  the  Western  hemisphere,  most  of  it 
in  the  U.  S.  This  is  in  addition  to  the 
amounts  which  each  of  the  Arab  gfov- 
emments  spends  for  propaganda  and 
information  in  their  missions  here. 

Who  Influences  Whom? 

When  the  Baghdad  Pact  was  first 
projected,  some  of  its  advocates  in 
Washington  insisted  that  it  would  help 
normalize  Arab-Israel  relations.  It  was 
argrued  that  Iraq’s  hostility  to  Israel 
would  subside  once  that  country  wak  ad¬ 
mitted  to  Western  society  and  armed  by 
Western  arsenals.  It  was  contended 
that  the  presence  of  an  American  mili¬ 
tary  mission  in  Bagrhdad  would  do  much 
to  influence  Iraq  into  accepting  Amer¬ 
ica’s  position  on  Israel. 

It  has  not  worked  that  way.  If  any¬ 
thing,  Iraq  appears  to  have  corrupted 
its  partners.  Iraq’s  own  hostility  has 
not  diminished  one  iota.  In  Ankara 
during  the  last  week,  its  delegate  was 
insisting  that  Baghdad  Pact  members 
support  Arab  demands  that  Israel  yield 
territory. 

(Actually,  of  course,  this  is  a  propa- 
granda  slogan.  The  Arabs  themselves 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  any  compro¬ 
mise.  The  new  Iraqi  Premier,  Abd  El- 
Waahab  Murjan,  declared  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  on  Jan.  14:  “Israel  will  remain 
the  main  source  of  instability  in  the 
Middle  East.  Israel  is’  a  cancer  in  the 
body  of  the  Arab  world.  The  Arata 
must  unite  their  policy  toward  Israel  if 
they  wish  to  annihilate  Israel.”) 

'There  was  a  time  when  Israel  seemed 
to  enjoy  positive  relationships  with  a 
number  of  Moslem  countries  which  were 
not  involved  in  the  Arab  war  against 
Israel.  Thus  it  had  excellent  diplo¬ 
matic  relations  with  Turkey;  it  even 
had  an  understanding  with  Iran.  And 
it  seemed  at  one  time  that  Pakistan 
was  modifying  its  attitude  towards  the 
Jewish  state.  Now  it  appears  t^t 
Iraq  influenced  Turkey  to  associate  it¬ 
self  with  Arab  propag^anda;  and  in 
recent  weeks,  the  Arabs  reported  that 
Pakistan  went  so  far  as  to  protest 
against  Ceylon’s  plan  to  establish  diplo¬ 
matic  relations  with  Israel. 

Impartial?  Or  Neutral? 

Some  critics'  of  American  policy  con¬ 
tend  that  the  U.  S.  itself  has  made  con¬ 
cessions  to  Arab  pressure,  resulting  in 
an  attenuation  of  American  friendship 
towards  Israel  out  of  an  exaggrerated 
concern  for  Arab  sensibilities.  On  the 
floor  of  Congpress  on  Jan.  27,  Rep. 
James  Roosevelt  (D)  Calif.,  attacked 
current  American  policy  as  one  of  “neu¬ 
tralism.”  He  said:  “'We  are  unwilling 
to  offend  those  on  the  side  of  the  ques¬ 
tions  that  are  debated  between  Israel 
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and  the  Arab  states  for  fear  of  offend¬ 
ing  one  side  or  the  other,  bnt  especi¬ 
ally  the  Arabs.  AH  this  does  not  square 
with  our  insistence  in  the  rest  of  the 
world  that  there  can  be  no  neutralism.” 

Mr.  Roosevelt  went  on  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  speech 
made  on  Dec.  11  in  California  before 
the  Institute  of  World  Affairs  by  Ed¬ 
ward  M.  J.  Kretzmann,  Public  Affairs 
Adviser  in  the  Bureau  of  Near  Eastern 
Affairs  of  the  State  Department.  In 
that  speech,  which  was  featured  in  the 
Department’s  Bulletin  on  Jan.  20,  Mr. 
Kretzmann  was  quoted  as  saying: 
“This  official  U.  S.  attitude  towards  the 
Arab-Israel  dispute  is  one  of  sym¬ 
pathetic  impartiality,  which  means  we 
are  neutral.” 

Does  the  Kretzmann  statement  reflect 
a  change  in  Administration  policy?  In 
the  past,  the  U.  S.  has  stressed  im¬ 
partiality  and  friendship  as  the  basis 
for  its  Near  East  policy.  But  there  is 
a  great  difference  between  “imparti¬ 
ality”  and  “neutrality.”  Thus,  Switzer¬ 
land  remains  outside  the  UN  because  it 
professes  neutrality  in  world  affairs. 
The  very  concept  of  the  UN  implies  a 
rejection  of  neutralism  on  issues  of  war 
and  peace.  For  the  U.  S.  to  become 
neutnd  in  the  Near  East  is  a  retreat. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  Department  of  State  would 
discourage  its  offlcials  from  making 
this  kind  of  statement. 

Mr.  Kretzmann  made  another  state¬ 
ment  in  this  speech  which  has  drawn 
criticism.  He  said:  “Jewish  national¬ 
ism,  which  began  as  a  movement  in 
Europe  to  provide  a  safe  haven  for 
Jewish  people  who  were  subjected  from 
time  to  time  to  persecution,  and  which 
reached  its  crescendo  during  the  pro¬ 
grams  of  Hitler  and  lesser  dictators, 
has  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  an 
agrgressively  national  Jewish  state 
within  the  area  traditionally  inhabited 
over  the  last  2,000  years  by  the  Arabs. 
In  fact,  the  establishment  of  the  State 
of  Israel  was  achieved  at  the  expense 
of  dispossessing  close  to  a  million 
Arabs  from  the  area  of  Palestine, 
which  they  had  previously  inhabited.” 

This  statement  is  inaccurate  and 
highly  tendentious.  Thus,  Mr.  Kretz¬ 
mann  has  omitted  any  reference  to  the 
fact  that  the  international  community 
favored  the  establishment  of  Israel, 
and  that  two  bodies,  the  League  of 
Nations  and  later  the  General  Assem¬ 
bly  of  the  UN,  adopted  resolutions 
wMch  led  to  the  establishment  of  the 
Jewish  state.  His  statement  over¬ 
looked  the  fact  that  the  Arab  states 
fought  against  the  UN  resolution  and 
that  Arab  leaders  urged  the  Arabs  of 
Palestine  to  leave  the  country  prior  to 
the  establishment  of  the  Jewish  state 
in  the  belief  that  they  would  come  back 
after  victory  had  been  achieved.  If 
the  Arab  states  had  accepted  the  UN 
resolution,  there  would  have  been  no 
Arab  refugees. 

The  facts  are  at  variance  with  the 
unfortunate  imipression  conveyed  in  a 
speech  which  will  become  a  windfall 
for  Arab  propagandists. 


A  Tragic  Affair 

After  the  conclusion  of  his  address 
to  the  National  Press  Club,  Jan.  16, 
Secretary  of  State  John  Foster  Dulles 
replied  thus  to  the  following  question: 

Q.  “If  you  had  it  to  do  over  again, 
would  you  support  England,  France, 
and  Israel  in  a  Suez  Canal  dispute 
with  Egypt?” 

A.  “  .  .  .  We  did  support  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  those  three  governments  as  to 
their  rights  in  relation  to  the  Suez 
Canal.  We  always  took  the  position 
that  Israeli  ships  and  cargoes  were 
entitled  to  go  through  the  canal  imder 
the  Treaty  of  Constantinople.  We  also 
took  the  position  that  the  action  taken 
by  Egypt  in  terminating  the  conces¬ 
sion  which  provided  for  international 
operation  of  the  canal,  in  terminating 
that  prior  to  the  agreed  date,  was  an 
improper  act.  But  if  the  question  goes 
to  whether  or  not  we  would,  if  we  had 
to  do  it  over  again,  have  supported  the 
military  effort  that  was  launched,  I 
would  have  to  say  that  I  would  not 
today  take  any  action  other  than  that 
which  I  advis^  to  the  President  when 
it  happened.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is 
profitable  to  get  into  discussions  as  to 
why  and  wherefore.  That  was  a  very 
tragic  affair.  .  .  . 

“But  I  have  never  yet  in  public  ofllce 
— and  I  do  not  think  I  ever  shall — ^try 
to  explain  the  reason  or  to  defend 
myself  for  that,  because  I  cannot  do 
that  without  reopening  old  wounds, 
old  controversies,  which  we  are  trying 
to  heal  and  which,  in  my  opinion,  have 
been  healed,  for  which  I  thank  God.” 

"Israel  it  Here  to  Stay" 

Rep.  Wayne  L.  Hays  (D)  Ohio, 
charged  the  Administration  with  try¬ 
ing  to  be  on  both  sides  of  every  issue, 
in  a  speech  at  Oberlin  CoUege,  Jan.  9. 
He  called  for  a  forthright  statement 
which  the  Arabs  could  not  misinterpret, 
reiterating  America’s  determination  to 
uphold  the  independence  of  IsraeL  The 
Ohio  congressman  said:  “My  own  re¬ 
cent  experiences  in  the  Mid  East  would 
indicate  the  Arabs  would  respect  us  far 
more  if  we  frankly'said  to  them,  look, 
Israel  is  here  to  stay;  what  happened 
in  the  past  cannot  be  changed  by  re¬ 
criminations  and  name-calling.  Let  ns 
close  the  bo<fli  on  the  past,  let  ns 
assess  where  we  are  now,  and  let  ns 
negotiate  from  this  point.  We  have 
never  been  this  fm^right.  A  great 
many  of  the  Arabs  believe  that  if  they 
attacked  Israel  the  United  States  would 
not  honor  its  commitment  to  the  Tii- 
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partite  Agreement — and,  incidentally, 
who  in  the  Administration  had  ever 
said  we  would.” 

AnniverMry  Greetings 

A  eoneurrent  resolution  coiling  on 
the  IT.  5.  to  greet  Israel  on  its  tenth 
anniversary  was  introduced  by  Sen. 
Jacob  K.  Javits  (R)  N.  Y.,  and  Rep. 
Emanuel  Celler  (D)  N.  Y.  The  resolu¬ 
tion  requested  the  President  to  appoint 
delegates  to  represent  the  U.  S.  at  the 
ceremonies  in  Israel  on  April  H. 

Stamp  of  Democracy 

A  bill  calling  for  a  special  U.  S.  post¬ 
age  stamp  to  commemorate  the  anni¬ 
versary  was  introduced  by  Rep.  Alfred 
E.  Santangelo  (D)  N.  Y.  lie  State 
Department,  however,  has  made  known 
that  it  will  oppose  this  stamp  lest  an 
international  incident  be  created  if  a 
letter  bearing  such  a  stamp  were  to 
be  sent  to  an  Arab  country  and 
turned  back.  Another  proposal  for  a 
stamp  in  the  Heroes  of  Literty  series, 
to  bear  the  likeness  of  Dr.  Chaim 
Weixmann,  had  been  rejected. 

Supporting  Mutual  Socurity 

Sen.  Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr.  (D) 
Mo.,  said  in  a  letter  to  his  constituents 
that  we  must  not  permit  the  Com¬ 
munists  to  beat  us  at  our  own  game, 
and  therefore  we  must  support  a  sob- 
stantUl  program  of  mutual  security 
with  emphasis  on  economic  aid.  The 
Senator  offered  the  following  program 
to  make  foreign  aid  effective:  (1)  We 
must  quit  thinking  of  it  as  a  philan¬ 
thropic  “giveaway.”  (2)  We  must  not 
expect  gratitude,  but  must  be  satisfied 
with  cooperation.  (3)  We  must  insure 
that  the  benefits  of  our  foreign  aid 
reach  the  mass  of  the  citizens  in  the 
receiving  nation.  (4)  We  must  be 
prepared  to  support  a  large  program 
for  a  number  of  years  to  come.  (5) 
We  must  consider  economic  aid  as  im¬ 
portant,  if  not  more  so,  as  military  aid. 
(6)  We  must  put  our  planning  for  for¬ 
eign  aid  on  a  rational  long-term  basis. 

Nationalization  Throat 

American  investments  in  Africa  and 
Asia  are  endangered  by  the  nationalisa¬ 
tion  appeals  made  at  the  recent  Asian- 
Afriean  Conference  in  Cairo,  Sen.  OUn 
D.  Johnston  (D)  S.  C.,  said.  He  told  the 
Senate  that  the  Soviet  delegates,  who 
dominated  the  meeting,  encouraged  talk 
about  confiscation  of  private  property. 
The  Senator  described  Egypfs  nation¬ 
alisation  of  the  Suez  Canal  as  a  threat 
to  the  peace  and  security  of  the  world. 
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Ul  Comment! 

Iiraei  h«a  indicated  its  acceptance  In 
*  iwnto"  “^tlnn  of  the  m 

Diplomacy 

Detpite  reports  from  Cairo  that  Nas¬ 
ser  vfants  to  improve  relations  toith  the 
U.  S.,  the  Cairo  press  and  radio  con¬ 
tinue  their  anti-American  tirade.  The 
newspaper  Al-Shaab  on  Jan.  17  com¬ 
ments  on  Mr.  Dulles*  National  Press 
Club  address: 

“Dulles  is  attempting  to  prevent  the 
winning  of  peace  by  crooked,  vague  and 
evil  talk  with  which  he  is  trying  to 
deceive  the  whole  world.  But  the 
peoples  can  no  longer  be  deceived  by 
these  methods,  which  they  know  too 
well  and  which  they  loathe.” 

Syrian  Liberty 

Jordan  radio  scoffs  at  Sprian  denials 
of  dictatorship  and  restrictions  on  free¬ 
dom  in  a  comment  on  Jan.  16,  and  saps: 

“Parties  in  Syria  are  muzzled.  Free¬ 
dom  of  the  press  is  enjoyed  only  by 
Communist  and  Socialist  Arab  Resur¬ 
rectionist  newspapers.  Although  one 
cannot  find  in  Damascus  any  copies  of 
the  Jordan  newspaper  Al-Difa  or  the 
Iraqi  journal  Al-Shaab,  there  is  always 
available  Pravda,  Red  Star  and  other 
Communist  papers  at  little  cost. 

Fair  Warning 

Mock  concern  over  the  safetp  of 
Syrian  President  Shukri  al-Kuwatly  is 
expressed  in  this  ‘‘open  letter*’  broad¬ 
cast  by  Jordan  on  Jan.  9: 

“Mr.  President,  the  recent  report  that 
you  have  accepted  an  Ilyushin  plane 
as  a  gift  from  Russia  has  alarmed  and 
perturbed  us.  We  consider  it  a  sinister 
gift  of  doubtful  value  to  you,  because 
we  very  much  suspect  the  motives  of 
the  Russians  in  offering  it.  Since  they 
know  that  you  are  an  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  the  realization  of  their  despic¬ 


able  desigrns  against  your  country  and 
other  parts  of  the  Arab  world,  they  will 
try  to  get  rid  of  you.” 

vimujinff  thm  neu?s 

continued 

If  The  minor  issue  of  tree  planting  in 
the  demilitarized  zone  of  Jerusalem 
was  carried  all  the  way  to  the  UN 
Security  Council  at  the  insistence  of 
Jordan.  It  was  decided  in  a  U.  S.-U.  K. 
resolution  calling  for  the  destruction  of 
military  installations  and  giving  the 
UN  truce  chief  greater  authority.  The 
tree  planting  was  stopped  pending  a 
UN  survey  of  land  ownership.  Israel’s 
UN  representative  termed  the  Jordan¬ 
ian  complaint  “trivial  and  petty”  and 
“an  abuse  of  the  Security  CouncU.” 
f  Egypt  finally  freed  the  six-man  Is¬ 
rael  crew  of  the  “Doron,”  held  since 
last  October,  in  exchange  for  6  Arab 
fishermen  seized  in  Israel  waters  last 
month.  Egypt  still  holds  the  ship. 

Inside  Israel 

f  In  a  serious  border  clash  between 
Syrians  and  Israelis  on  Jan.  27,  2 
Israelis  were  killed  and  6  wounded. 
Israel  plans  to  warn  the  UN  of  a  de¬ 
teriorating  border  situation;  lists  10 
Syrian  attacks  in  a  month. 

If  Maj.  Gen.  Chaim  Lascov  was  named 
chief  of  staff  of  the  Israel  armed  forces 
succeeding  Maj.  Gen.  Moshe  Dayan, 
who  is  to  renew  studies  in  archaeology. 
^  A  tragic  chapter  of  World  War  II 
was  closed  when  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Israel  reversed  a  district  court  and 
exonerated  Dr.  Rudolf  Kastner  of 
charges  of  having  been  a  Nazi  collabo¬ 
rator.  The  judges  held  that  Dr.  Kast¬ 
ner  had  risked  his  life  in  trying  to  save 
as  many  Jews  as  possible  from  the 
Nazis.  Dr.  Kastner  was  himself  mur¬ 
dered  in  Tel  Aviv  in  1967  by  assailants 
who  have  been  imprisoned  for  life. 

1  A  new  highway  stretching  143  miles 
across  the  Negev  to  link  Elath  with 
Beersheba  was  opened  by  Premier 
David  Ben-Gurion. 


H  An  oil  well  was  brought  in  at  Mt. 
Tabor  in  Galilee. 

H  While  Indonesian  President  Sukarno 
was  being  feted  in  Egypt  by  Col.  Nas¬ 
ser,  Ifuan  Sueskita,  the  leader  of  the 
Indonesian  Socialist  party  and  secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Indonesian  Oil  Workers 
Union,  spent  ten  days  in  Israel  to  study 
labor  and  cooperative  movements.  The 
Indonesian  labor  leader  said  he  hoped 
for  closer  ties  between  the  workers’ 
movements  in  both  countries. 

High  Powar  Propaganda  War 

H  Egrypt  boasts  that  it  is  constructing 
the  largest  and  most  powerful  trans¬ 
mitter  in  the  Near  East  near  Alexandria 
for  medium  wave  broadcasts, 
f  Great  Britain  has  taken  over  and  is 
enlarging  the  Near  East  Arab  broad¬ 
casting  station  on  Cyprus  to  make  it 
the  most  powerful  radio  in  the  area. 
K  The  usiA  allocated  |2.9  million  to 
construct  a  new  high  power  Voice  of 
America  transmitter  for  the  Near  East. 
Programs  in  Arabic  and  other  Near 
East  languages  will  be  increased. 

II  Israel  began  broadcasting  six  hours 
of  Arabic  programs  daily  over  a  new 
100  kilowatt  medium  wave  station. 

In  Arab  Lands 

Under  a  new  law,  reported  by  the 
Economic  Bulletin  of  the  National  Bank 
of  Eg;ypt,  only  Egyptians  may  own  and 
operate  banks. 

U  The  Aswan  Dam  suffered  another 
setback  when  six  weeks  of  negotiations 
between  Egypt  and  the  Sudan  over 
division  of  the  Nile  waters  ended  in 
failure.^  Sudan  wants  a  four-power 
conference  with  Nigeria  and  Ethiopia. 
Egypt  seeks  a  bilateral  agreement  and 
hopes  to  get  one  after  the  forthcoming 
Sudanese  elections  in  which  Egyptian 
money  is  being  freely  spent, 
f  Washingrton’s  concern  for  the  safety 
of  King  Hussein  of  Jordan  was  evi¬ 
denced  by  the  dispatch  of  two  FBI 
agents  to  devise  measures  for  his  pro¬ 
tection. 


